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REMARKS 

Fallowing this amendment claim SI 5 and S2 -98 are pending is e appl ion and t 
>« uHu for te^ r-\Lta am ii 1 further csjr v <A\ n H\ the a> mt > m < a is chums 51, 
eenai nd d v m ute s been tdde I 

In fee Office Action claims 51-55, 63-67, 75, 82-90 and 98 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as 1 ing unp tentable ovei Kords icyei (1 S patent no 6,9? > ?51) in Mew of Van 
Grii s S. pub 10015985) Claims 56 and 68 were ejected i vie^ f the fore 
enmbm e on and tender ,« \ mv m oe i - m (IS patent no. 6,918,034? Claims 57-« and 68 
74 were rejected in view of the foregoing combination and further in view of Caronni (U.S. 
t 0 n ( o » i m s h vert , i i « \ t ' ! <> f ora nhann < in 

i he< a \w i« H diuwn (US pub 2oj2o}mpp<% ■») p-naPs vie > } o 
i ejected m view of frv mtcgomg uombmarron and further in view of Hathaway and Payne. Ml 
(U.S. p 1 ' i 50} Applicant ■ -submits that aft of the pendins clain s A m 

K dvK K< ' *. i T ^ i i v lol ) s ! vn ^ m nn-i <. v 1 ni o 0 
claims 51 63 83 md n x thep >pl th equal force to each I un hi eh dc\ 
therefrom. 

Kordsmeyer describes a system in which service data units arc packed and fragmented 
mtoFDUs. The PDUrhave&fixeid size (which does not change) * dch 1 a d ie > ned b> h 
i,U \ v i < k <Ku«.su ul I f K\ 1' +" I'tpnuot uT-v? s ana i vd 

to the ' > ( 1 mdso uaenacc n m\n 1 on. to the I >K 1 -related TDM \ structure id o the 

t i < t < a s-. i * e a.- a i f i v. I 1 n v. v. « < f% 

line 4, and eol. 7, line 59 - col. 8, line 1). Kordsmeyer identifies inefficient use of the data fields 
of the fixed size PDUs where each PDU only contains one SDU or one fragment of an SDU as a 
problem he is addressing. "[TJhe shaded area of the data field DAP in FIG. 1 remains unused for 
the transmission of servi.ee data. Ultimately, thus has me result that the radio channel capacity 
available in accordance with the DECT standard is not optimally utilized. In other words, the 
Lble n i \ses K m ^eommumeatiea 
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, t ki „ , i ud ' sn ° s > lbs e! si ! in H> usi hekx m be PPl d, si 

t |« > i 1 u 1 ^ v t< fXTi u n t!j v. MH i \ i! i i Oils ix KA 

! f s f ! mdamenta KLordsmeyer describes a rod eatioi - s v ! 

protocol to mipnwo Us Km ^ aim us enkxncv \ us bt widest Ko'^k^ c uxKTo<ves 
its solution thusly: "This object is achieved by a method tor transmitting service date in 
r iv in ' f sv sel ■> , t m uae on i oi po . . »u 

If, it ! d i i i !l i c ik'i 1 i o N 

emphasis added). 

Van Grinsven describes modifying the approach described in the DAVIC (Digital Audio 
\ toe <. o a > i T t t! < i 1 J o i sh d i. U > f . in - 1 \ i \t * wmpfr 

"STM, which requires fixed length data words having u repetition rate of 125 ? - » en •> o 
length data formats such as {-.ihernet packets oi IP (Interne J Protocol! packets' 0 (Van Gruxxen. 
m v ! hi » \ 'itiu'N a 1 ih d s ..♦ ^ s haunt* throe driieiu-< m\ < VX 

, sc-mbk nto inane- foi transmission One of the types ofPDUs (the type described 
the least m Van Grinsven) is described as being a "variable length cell PDUV (See, 'Van- 
( en, 3 ij 0 ) lis variable length PD des >ed > & ti'M 

adjusted to match the sua. of the wanGle length > ell a will har^pon i he hum mum sec k 143 
. i . w I hues re fmgmented. (See, Van Grinsven, paragraph [0042]). 

I v. v ,s ! .s s v np the m/c el *U PD<' based ip i G s /c t x- 

|] to be n nsported) unless the c be e< size 
(143 Kuh), m nlan h „jx die ce 1 is aapmented and the PDUs for each • tlx frmmerts are 
. \ ^ n n he s' v ^ in 1 j" n n « i ^ b a m x b a t of 1 -P b>t o \„n tnax\u- 
doi as describe s*.< x Lunate, I the PDl u >u r muxlv a d dfrx «.d a- n <. pe t e 

tection in a current frame b mnnication processot c t < ! t i 

Grinsven does not provide any teaching or description of the fragmenting process. 

uv 'i t < ! x i 1 

The modification proposed to Kordsxneyer in the office action would render it 
unsatisfactory for its intended purpose. It would also change the principle of operation of 
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ICordsmeyer. Placing a PDU with a length that varies fas described by Van Grins ven) into the 
sx -ten of Kordsmeyet would, prevent the system of Kordsmeyer from working with the 
predefined radio interface protocol.. It would not improve the DECT protocol, it would 
fundamentally alter it and require a new protocol. 

( . c ' " • s w n < i >. g \ i w . . - < 1 < <. d <Ar u 

h » > t. i ! n a i r n l c ^ v. j u l i U k s v \ i 1 C 

uu'! •> m i. i v i aMlV 5 rOth w v. >d onn^ ) iu 1 1 Sh >n i<ko1 data 
unit > ' > ■> Ik ' 1 of A\> a d k 1, p,i kvd i i Kit oi inendod tint. St; 
"establishing a length lor die protocol data unit based on bandwidth allocated to the specified 
v > i , ! e i ti ' is iocs eJan '!('• L h sedt of fh MP ,s w t ! 

v -n i i i,m v f< <.• wa d \n h n 'i it >l <. net k> i v xwO oil _v im io' i ennoatt frame 
amended claim S3; and "establishing a length for a protocol data unit based on bandwidth 

ren ed to the cos m in a eurrer.' boa i wixkv di ^ • * 

it was asserted that the length of the PDU in Van Grinsven is based upon the amount of 
bandwidth allocated to a connection. The office action asserts that the size of the cell being 
transported in the PDU is "equivalent to the 'bandwidth currently allocated to a connection in a 
current frame based jsio] one or more communication parameters \ as claimed T No support in 

u u v«<.) ^ ■* ^ n K k> i d o tl n ^ >> 1 t j s m ui i a ^ _e vat w Hit u n 
si ,'c of a single cell (tor example, an Ethernet packet or a TCP/IP packet in die ease of the 
d v.! t u x \ k. i ' ths s il dt h > v i to k iKv'mii <h 
I v u T <. il >. upp 0 m \ i, on i i ' n ? i K t > * 

! <con\^ , * { n <w\ i w tl iPxat! «\ nac sA sp wi , s t 
v , u\ \ \ ir > ve t a i >J< <wl nno. .''v > k 'an. ^ . t i v. ted 

> r -Wt ne X'au i v i >ri r sph [UOV sHcs e\ ibo w i 

multiple packets to a connection) 

1 utt n tvd o1en *> d ii Uvt ha >.u ei^ ^buna u I'd o<.ol 
data unit based on the allocated bandwidth where bandwidth is allocated as specified in the 
Pra- 1 vnvL Ck r ' e> ues > ha. may bandwidth \ sb_ ^ . >» < 1 > I 
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k vi\ are sp > , ' i , t h n< > s i v >. 1 r !>' 'o 'on 
that "'bandwidth allocated to the specified connection is established based on one or more 
commui car 1 arai ett ricLumn^.tbe >p < n s t u . 

"she bamhvkiih ammn? hem- csuHi ;hcd n.uncdn- name based on one or mere eommurk'stnin 

' ' 1 1 ■ 'udmg the £no v 1 _ , , 

u',\'.' ! in pi i.> ktded • laim m ecites that '"the bandwidth allocated to die 

s d>s td !ms d n is ; t v on .h e pi oid> ^^om;u I tlu s^ 

eoi-meehon nml ed id Jed j cited references do m each wndui ■ \ ocadon as 
claimed ; th< - nbmafton oi selecting PDl length based ca bandwidth allocated m this 
! it t f ubhimn ^hM w > si respeerft.il hnftmhat ;he claim < 

allowable twer the u d references. 

i hnms^audpp 

Claims 95 and 96 were rejected m \ sew ot the consbh jiioj <>s kmositupor Van 
< irmsve i » td ( on I \nw„H a pohb itior date of Man h T?. ?00o and a his>t <. <» \ 
29, 2005. The present application was; filed on January 15, 2002. Payne is not available as poor 
i a ist the | - ipplication. Therefore pp i nts n pa st that this n t it idra > 

• i a ^ ow a ' ada t no U a - w n ; a ^ \ u d i ms is 
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- ■:>..: Wl * <. i !- \K to s;- sJ v fd t I lit. hx.unmof s uTun^ e > ^n o-^ d so 
i < s> ! \ ff ' \ v. r i s s i ! i ) the c ms, the reasoi \ J > 
J mvi n\ f h n :u> ' < S < na«u t *hiU oi K \ a m^ wn e arc po ~ s i v i * c r j i{ of 
the jbovt s 'Kti nd remark ^ 1 ok o * i \ ! .Uikhm I u! 

e i orw s - > v a u W ! *«. i - a » a j o h w at J 1 . ^ ..me 

prompt allowance of these claims that could be clarified with a telephone conference, the 
Examiner ss respectfully requested to initiate the same with the undersigned, 



PROCO.P1G, CORY, H ARGRE AVE S & SAV1TCH LLP 

i^BVai Si! e 
N iha- (d!ko U.V) 
> ^L 'A ,V n,M 

SiM<i } .'o-0W|K f o, 

Customer No. 27189 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 




Richard E. Campbell 
Reg. No. 34,790 
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